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On 5 September 1977, Hanns Martin Schleyer, President of Germany’s Employers 
Association, was kidnapped in Cologne by the “Kommando Siegfried Hausner” in 
an extremely brutal measure by the Red Army Faction (RAF) terrorist group. 
During the kidnapping, the RAF shot Schleyer’s driver and three accompanying 
officers dead. With the kidnapping, the terrorists wanted to extort the release of 
eleven members of the first generation of the RAF imprisoned in Stammheim 
Prison.’ What followed was the month and a half of the “German Autumn” that 
had Germany holding its breath. The sad climax came when the RAF hijacked the 
Lufthansa “Landshut” plane on 13 October 1977, the plane and its hostages were 
liberated at the airport in Mogadishu, Somalia on 18 October 1977, and the “night 
of death in Stammheim” followed. On the evening of 19 October 1977, the corpse of 
Hanns Martin Schleyer was found in the trunk of an Audi 100 in Mulhouse, 
Alsace, where the RAF terrorists had sent the police with a letter claiming 
responsibility. 

The events of the “German Autumn” of 1977 and the immediately preceding 
and following history shaped the Federal Republic of Germany for a long time — 
actually, until this day. We can regard the “leaden years” as some of the best- 
researched years in recent German history. The research literature written in the 
meantime is extremely extensive’ and grew again in the 40th anniversary year, 
2017.” Immediately after the violent end of the spectacular hijacking and the 
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murder of Hanns Martin Schleyer, which had become a certainty, public discus- 
sion began about the previous weeks’ investigative methods and fiascos and about 
the series of events in general. In this context, one of the things that became 
known was that the special operations staff appointed by the German government 
to find Schleyer had decided in the second week of the dragnet to consult with the 
renowned Dutch clairvoyant, “sensitive”, and healer Gerard Croiset, in hopes that 
he could help to find usable clues as to where Schleyer was hidden. Although 
those involved were supposed to keep this measure secret, the press learned of it 
very quickly, while the dragnet was still in process. Before two weeks had passed 
since the events, Germany’s yellow press published various bits of information in 
the form of half-truths. On 3 November 1977, the magazine BUNTE published a 
first such report, written by the then-renowned journalist and filmmaker Will 
Tremper titled Ein Hellseher sah Schleyers Versteck (a clairvoyant saw where 
Schleyer was hidden). The text was illustrated with a large-format photograph of 
Gerard Croiset. The tenor of Will Tremper’s “sensational disclosure” was unmistak- 
able: Croiset, the clairvoyant who was consulted, had “in trance” twice put the po- 
lice on “the right track” to discover, first, in a high-rise parking garage in 
Cologne’s Meschenich district, a Mercedes car in which Schleyer had been trans- 
ported for a time and, then, a conspiratorial apartment in a high-rise in Cologne, 
where on 5 October 1977 the officers had found a blood-stained shirt belonging to 
Schleyer, among other things, and which may have been the first place the RAF 
hid him.* 

A Mercedes 230 was indeed found on 30 September 1977 in the underground 
garage in the high-rise complex at Am Kölnberg 2 in Cologne’s Meschenich dis- 
trict; and after a period of observation, the police opened it on 4 October 1977. 
In it, they found traces of Schleyer’s kidnapping and one of his cufflinks. On 
5 October 1977, the police indeed also found an apartment in Cologne’s uni- 
versity center (Luxemburger Straße 124) that the RAF rented and used to pre- 
pare the kidnapping: but no shirt of Hans Martin Schleyer’s was found, nor 
was he hidden there.’ 

Much of yellow journalist Will Tremper’s report in the tabloid BUNTE thus 
did not correspond with the facts.° A central statement of his article, however, 
can be clearly evidenced by existing sources: in the second week of the dragnet, 
members of the special operation staff of the Bundeskriminalamt (Federal 


4 Tremper: Aufsehenerregende Enthüllung. 

5 Presse- und Informationsamt der Bundesregierung: Dokumentation der Bundesregierung 
zur Entführung von Hanns Martin Schleyer, 198f and 201f. 

6 For details on media coverage on RAF terrorism, see Steinseifer: Terrorismus als Medienereignis 
and Steinseifer: “Terrorismus” zwischen Ereignis und Diskurs. 
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Criminal Police Office, BKA) actually consulted with the clairvoyant Gerard 
Croiset. But was Croiset, with paranormal abilities, also able to provide the in- 
vestigators in the Schleyer case with usable or even decisive information? When 
attempting to answer this question, one encounters secrecy strategies and oppo- 
site standpoints among those involved, as well as a difficult source situation in 
the form of incomplete minutes and transcripts, hardly plausible statements in 
the media, and misleading press reports. 


Hans Bender and Gerard Croiset 


The contact between BKA investigators and Gerard Croiset was mediated by the 
psychology professor Hans Bender (1907-1991), Director of the Institut fiir 
Grenzgebiete der Psychologie und Psychohygiene (Institute for Frontier Areas of 
Psychology and Mental Health) in Freiburg im Breisgau, and at that time the 
best-known expert in parapsychological research in Germany.’ Hans Bender 
had known the clairvoyant and healer Gerard Croiset (1909-1980) personally 
since 1951. They had collaborated in conducting various parapsychological ex- 
periments and, ever since, Bender had considered Croiset one of the most im- 
pressive people with paranormal abilities. Their contact did not break off in 
the 1970s, either. The Freiburg parapsychologist and the Dutch diviner had had 
to do with each other again and again. In 1972, for example, in the case of the 
wife of a former colleague who disappeared in the Black Forest, he personally 
turned to Croiset.? In the 1970s, Croiset was at the zenith of his level of 


7 Despite the central role of Hans Bender of Freiburg im Breisgau in the science history of 
parapsychology, there is no overall biographical depiction. Cf. so far solely the popular scien- 
tific monograph by Gruber: Suche im Grenzenlosen. As overviews: Bauer: Bender, Hans; 
Miller: Bender, Hans; and Resch: Hans Bender (1907-1991). On various aspects of Bender’s sci- 
entific biography, see Bauer: Hans Bender; Hausmann: Hans Bender (1907-1991); Hausmann: 
Hans Benders Bonner Assistenten- und Dozentenjahre; Kaltenbrunn: Anfänge parapsycholo- 
gischer Institutionalisierung; Lux: “Vom spielenden Gelingen”; Lux: On all Channels; and 
Moragiannis: Parapsychologie an der “Reichsuniversität Straßburg”. 

8 Cf. Bender: Präkognition im qualitativen Experiment. Despite the importance of Croiset (born 
as Gerard Boekbinder near the Dutch city of Laren) in the science history of parapsychology, 
there is no reliable depiction of his overall biography. See the sole current popular scientific pre- 
sentation by Pollack: Croiset, the clairvoyant. On various aspects of Croiset’s biography, see 
Hoebens: Gerard Croiset; Snel: Voorbeelden van de werkwijze een paragnost; and Vermeulen: 
Adviezen en behandling van de paragnost Croiset. 

9 Archive of the Institut fiir Grenzgebiete der Psychologie und Psychohygiene (in the follow- 
ing: the archive of the IGPP), E/23-Croiset-Fall Elisabeth Heimpel (1972). 
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international recognition.’ As in earlier years, Bender was closely interested 
in several cases on which Croiset, in the meantime famous all over the world, 
was working, or he mediated contacts between the clairvoyant and affected 
persons or investigatory offices.” 


Figure 1: Gerard Croiset (1909-1980). 


Police Investigatory Work and Crime Case Solving 
with the Aid of Paranormal Methods 


In Germany at the time of the Schleyer case, the use of paranormal methods for 
police investigatory work and crime case solving had almost six decades of 
prior history.” For at least as long, concern with the question whether and, if 


10 See the autobiography: Croiset: Croiset paragnost. 

11 For example in the murder case of Inka Schneider in Hutschenhausen (1974), in the double 
murder case Inge und Manfred Siefert in Freiburg im Breisgau (1976), and the spectacular case 
“murder without a corpse” in Heilbronn (1976-1978). See the archive of the IGPP, E/23-1225; 
the archive of the IGPP, E/23-Croiset-Falle/Kontakte 1975; and the archive of the IGPP, E/23- 
Croiset-Fälle/Kontakte 1976-1981. 

12 See Schellinger: Kriminaltelepathie; Schellinger: “Kriminaltelepathen” und “okkulte 
Detektive”; Schetsche & Schellinger: “Psychic detectives” auch in Deutschland? 
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yes, under what conditions paranormal abilities like clairvoyance or telepathy 
could and should be used in police investigatory work had been its own field of 
research for a variety of disciplines. This particular form of a “practical parapsy- 
chology”, which is often brought into connection with spectacular crime cases, 
also delivers plenty of material for the mass media. 

After the first experiments within the police force that became public, soon 
after the end of World War I, in the years of the Weimar Republic, the practice — 
now termed “criminal telepathy”? - became a surprisingly widespread method 
applied, officially or unofficially, in numerous crime cases.“ 

Consultation with clairvoyants and personal mediums for police investiga- 
tory work underwent unprecedented expansion in the 1920s, accompanied by 
many critical and warning voices. Hardly any spectacular crime case was pur- 
sued now without recourse to a possible use of clairvoyant mediums in the inves- 
tigations. The initiative to use “criminal telepathy” could come from someone 
involved in a crime, for example relatives of the victims, but also from individual 
detectives or from a police department. Increasingly in Germany, women and 
men with supposed paranormal abilities emerged and offered private persons 
and investigatory authorities their services as clairvoyants or telepaths or 
even operated their own detective offices. Hypnotists like the Bernburg ele- 
mentary school teacher August Drost, clairvoyants like Curt Miinch of Saxony 
and “Savary” of Hanover, trance mediums like Elsbeth Giinther-Geffers, the 
siblings Marie Hessel and Luise Diedrich of Leipzig, and the famous Hermann 
Steinschneider alias “Hanussen” were employed in the investigation of hun- 
dreds of crime cases and so had a substantial degree of public renown. Most 
officers in police departments were critical of this development. So, the Berlin 
Criminal Investigation Department soon set up its own division assigned to 
collect and analyze such clairvoyant cases. In science, politics, and the justice 
system, the value of “criminal telepathy” was widely discussed. In the daily 


13 The term “Kriminaltelepathie” (criminal telepathy), in use primarily in the 1920s, very 
probably traces back to the “Institut fiir Kriminaltelepathische Forschung” that worked in 
Vienna in 1921. See Schellinger: Trancemedien und Verbrechensaufklärung, 316-318 and 
Schellinger: “Kriminaltelepathen” und “okkulte Detektive”, 18f as well as the fundamental 
writings of the Viennese detective Ubald Tartaruga: Tartaruga: Kriminal-Telepathie und - 
Retroskopie and Tartaruga: Telepathie im Dienste der Kriminalistik. 

14 Several research works were presented in the past decade: Schellinger: Trancemedien und 
Verbrechensaufklarung; Schellinger: “Kriminaltelepathen” und “okkulte Detektive”, 309-321; 
Schellinger & Koreck: Okkultismus in der Polizeiarbeit; Treitel: Science for the Soul, 132-161; 
Wolffram: Parapsychologists in the Gerichtssaal; and Wolf-Braun: Kriminaltelepathie in der 
Weimarer Republik. But lacking any reception of the existing research literature, Miiller: 
“Sechster Sinn”. 
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press and in parapsychological literature, but also in specialized criminologi- 
cal and practical police periodicals, there were intense debates whether and 
in what way clairvoyant or telepathic abilities should be allowed to play a 
role in police investigative work. Proponents and opponents engaged in vehe- 
ment battles of words. 

The intense debates about “criminal telepathy” between about 1921 and 
about 1929 can be traced to a kind of double scientification process in the years 
after World War I. This process unfolded within police work and criminal inves- 
tigation, on the one hand, and in the context of what was called “scientific oc- 
cultism” in the Weimar Republic, on the other. From both sides, professional 
ambition led to increased interest in the practice, the possible uses, and the 
consequences of “criminal telepathy”. 

Another background aspect of the boom in “criminal telepathy” in these 
years can be adduced from the substantially increased crime rate after World 
War I that accompanied massive inflation (until and including 1923). In 
Germany, the striking increase in offenses met with an all too meagerly equipped 
police force. In addition, the history of mentality in this period shows the popula- 
tion taking a remarkably great turn toward occult issues. The call for additional, 
quasi-private investigatory methods promoted the idea of consulting with clair- 
voyants and mediums under certain circumstances to illuminate issues, espe- 
cially cases the police had not solved. 

It can be shown that, in many cases in the 1920s, police or justice officials 
themselves suggested or continuously observed the contribution of crime me- 
diums or willingly followed up on what they said. Here, a private, individual 
interest but also organizational directives appear to have played a role. On the 
other hand, the increase in “criminal telepathy” stirred up the police leader- 
ship. Accordingly, in April 1929, the Prussian Ministry of the Interior saw itself 
forced to issue a decree once and for all prohibiting its officers from “consulting 
with clairvoyants, telepaths, or the like to investigate criminal activities or to 
take part in such measures whose purpose is to solve crimes by means of para- 
psychological abilities.”'” As emerges from the text of ministerial decree, the in- 
terest in “criminal telepathy” had become so widespread within the police 
force that this directive was considered urgently necessary. 

In the years of the National Socialist dictatorship, the practice of “criminal 
telepathy” played no mentionable role in Germany, but it was then revived in 
the immediate postwar years, once again, as could be expected, extremely criti- 
cally observed by police departments and detectives. 


15 Seeling: Verbot der Beschäftigung von sogenannten Kriminaltelepathen. 
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In the German state of North Rhine-Westphalia, the Interior Ministry soon de- 
cided to take up the Prussian decree from 1929 and to issue a new prohibition 
against using “extrasensory means to investigate criminal activities”. The ministerial 
decree of 14 June 1954 made it unmistakably clear to the Ministry’s own officers: 
“Police measures that can have severe consequences for those affected may be car- 
ried out only with means that are objectively verifiable. In the execution of such 
measures, especially in the investigation of criminal activities, it is therefore imper- 
missible to employ extrasensory means oneself or to make use of such persons 
(clairvoyants, fortunetellers, etc.) who supposedly possess extrasensory abilities.”’° 

But North Rhine-Westphalia remained alone with its ordinances; no similar 
decrees are known from other states. North Rhine-Westphalia’s Interior Ministry 
explicitly expected its police officers to be reserved about using paranormal meth- 
ods, but in no way did it want to see general scientific research on the topic 
shelved. The aim of the decree was not to stop corresponding experiments with 
the “inclusion of scientific specialists”. From the 1950s on, the position of inter- 
locutor and evaluator was assigned almost exclusively to the Freiburg parapsy- 
chologist Hans Bender. He worked closely and uncomplicatedly with various 
public prosecutors and police departments, which repeatedly asked for his advice. 
Together they tried to clarify the background of current cases and basic questions 
and to exclude wrong tracks in police investigations.'? With the activities of uni- 
versity professor Bender, there was an additional professionalization thrust in cor- 
responding cases. Hans Bender thereby took an extremely cautious stance in the 
discussions and pointed out “that the statements of crime-solving mediums can at 
best point out a trail; but without controls from normal cognition, i.e., without 
confirmation, they have no value”. The then best-known German parapsycholo- 
gist explicitly warned against private persons or other commissioning parties mak- 
ing use of crime-solving mediums on their own initiative. The often-observed 
uncritical use of “occult detectives”, he said, was probably not only useless, but 
also a “public danger”.'” Nonetheless, he believed that controlled collaboration 
between the police and certain medially gifted persons could definitely have favor- 
able results. As a positive example, Hans Bender always referred to the Dutch 
“paragnosten” (Dutch for “psychic”) Gerard Croiset, who had specialized primar- 
ily in the search for missing persons. Hans Bender credited remarkable successes 
to the Dutch clairvoyant, who was meanwhile world-renowned. 


16 Wehner: Selbstbezichtiger - Geistesgestörte - Ubersinnliche, 113. 

17 Ibid., 113. 

18 Bender: Hellseher als Helfer; Bender: Ergebnisse und Probleme der Parapsychologie; 
Bender: Hellseher als Kriminalmedien? 

19 Bender: Hellseher als Helfer, 7. 
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Second Week of the Dragnet: The Special 
Investigators Contact Croiset 


On 12 September 1977 Bender informed his long-time acquaintance Croiset that 
he should expect a visit from Germany the next day in connection with the 
Schleyer case: “Dr. Klein... wants to come to you in Utrecht tomorrow after- 
noon, bringing documents and maps of Cologne and Mannheim. . . ””° 

The Head Government Director Dr. Johannes Kurt Klein (1925-after 2002), 
whom Bender mentioned to Croiset, can be considered the initiator of this mea- 
sure. At that time, he too had been acquainted with Bender for some time, 
based in his concrete interest in issues of parapsychological research. During 
his studies (literature, history, and geography) in Leipzig, Klein, originally from 
the Land of Saxony, had delved into parapsychology “in intense independent 
study” and, there in 1949, had written a philological doctoral thesis Form und 
Funktion paraphysischer Phantome in der Dichtung der Romantik (form and 
function of paraphysical phantoms in the poetry of the Romantic period). Klein 
had thereby submitted one of the very first German-language university theses 
on a parapsychological topic.” In 1950, Klein fled East Germany. A professional 
traveling lecturer, in the following years his focus was on the importance of 
West and East Germany for Soviet policy, while the topics of his dissertation 
initially took a backseat.” Klein was first able to assume a position as Lecturer 
for Political Science and Political Education at the teachers’ college in Neuwied 
in the Land of Rhineland-Palatinate. Since 1970, he then held a leading position 
at the school of the German army, the Bundeswehr, for psychological defense 
and warfare (PSV/PSK) in Euskirchen, where this expert on the Warsaw Pact 
headed the scientific working group.” The anti-Communist Klein was a co- 
founder of the “Akademie der Bundeswehr fiir Psychologische Verteidigung” 


20 Transcript of the tape recordings of 12 and 13 Sept. 1977 [14 Oct. 1977], contained in: the 
archive of the IGPP, E/23-1216. The transcripts of the tape recordings of the telephone conver- 
sations, written a month later, are fragmentary and incomplete, which limits their value as 
sources. 

21 Klein: Form und Funktion paraphysischer Phantome. There, see above all the included 
“Lebenslauf” (cv). With his work, Klein picks up the thread of various philological disserta- 
tions on “occult” phenomena that were already published in the first third of the 20th century. 
Cf. Hövelmann: Akademische Abschlussarbeiten zur Anomalistik. 

22 On his biography up to 1955, see Klein’s own description: Stacheldraht, Hunger, Heimweh. 
Published monographs include Klein: Die Bedeutung der DDR fiir die Sowjetunion and Klein: 
Demokratien und Diktaturen. 

23 See Drews: Psychologische Kampfführung/Psychologische Verteidigung der Bundeswehr, 
passim. 
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(Bundeswehr academy for psychological defense), co-editor of the magazine 
Beitrdge zur Konfliktforschung (papers on conflict research), which was funded 
by West Germany’s Federal Defense Ministry, and since 1970 decisively active in 
the relevant PSV/PSK sub-organization “Studiengesellschaft fiir Zeitprobleme” 
(study society for current problems). In his work, Klein propounded a bipolar 
East-West scheme; for him, the world was divided between the good West and 
the evil East. 

At the beginning of the 1970s, influenced by a much-discussed book by two 
American journalists about the Warsaw Pact’s use of paranormal abilities, 
Johannes Kurt Klein’s interest in parapsychology reawakened and increased.” 
In this connection, a continuous contact with Hans Bender had developed 
since 1973, so that the cooperation between them in the investigation of the 
Schleyer case is no surprise.” Klein will not have failed to notice that quite a 
number of persons had approached the police authorities claiming that their 
paranormal abilities could help find where Schleyer was hidden.” 

On the telephone on 12 September 1977, Hans Bender gave Johannes Kurt 
Klein various pieces of advice as Klein was on his way to Croiset in Utrecht. He 
should bring photos and various cartographic material along and above all 
deal sensitively with the clairvoyant: “Another remark on dealing with Croiset: 
he is a half-Jew, was a resistance fighter, and had terrible experiences during 
the Nazi occupation. Maybe you can allude to the fact that these terrorist acts 
cut liberal democracy to the quick.””® 

Johannes Kurt Klein went to Utrecht with an unnamed colleague”? and the 
young police psychologist Wolfgang Salewski, who was also part of the BKA’s 


24 Ibid., 285-331. 

25 Ostrander & Schroeder: Psychic discoveries behind the iron curtain. A German translation 
of this book appeared in 1971. See Ostrander & Schroeder: PSI: Die wissenschaftliche 
Erforschung und praktische Nutzung. 

26 See the archive of the IGPP, E/21: Schule der Bundeswehr fiir psychologische Verteidigung 
(1973-84). 

27 Written information from the Bundeskriminalamt Wiesbaden (Detective Chief Superintendent 
Steinhoff) to Uwe Schellinger of 6 Nov. 2007 (reference file U. Schellinger, the archive of the IGPP). 
28 Transcript of the tape recordings of 12 and 13 Sept. 1977 [14 Nov. 1977], contained in: the 
archive of the IGPP, E/23-1216. An article in the magazine BUNTE of 3 Nov. 1977 claims that its 
author has had insight into the “Ablaufkalender” (sequence calendar) of the special operation 
staff and that this calendar notes “10:00 a.m.: Salewski and Dr. Klein drive to Utrecht to con- 
sult with a medium.” Tremper: Aufsehenerregende Enthüllung. 

29 According to Klein, this second companion beside Salewski was not informed about Hans 
Bender’s collaboration. His name does not appear in any of the existing sources. See the tran- 
script of the tape recordings of 12 and 13 Sept. 1977 [14 Oct. 1977], contained in: the archive of 
the IGPP, E/23-1216. 
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special operation unit. Will Tremper’s Article in BUNTE magazine reports with- 
out attribution that it was Salewski who had had the “sensational idea about 


the clairvoyant Croiset”.*° 


= tionelle Idee 
mit dem Hell- 
seher Croiset 


Figure 2: Wolfgang Salewski in BUNTE magazine of 3 Nov. 1977 (archive of the IGPP). 


In 1972, in response to the disastrously ended hostage-taking at the Munich 
Olympic Games, the Munich police hired the certified psychologist Salewski 
(born in 1943) as a freelancer to develop for the first time systematic concepts for 
carrying out negotiations with kidnappers or hijackers in hostage situations.” 
Since 1973, Salewski had also had a crucial function in setting up and training 
the new special unit, the GSG9.? In retrospect, Salewski judged that at that time 
he had been the “all-purpose weapon for the extraordinary” within the police 
force.” Like Klein, the police psychologist Salewski was well acquainted with the 
Freiburg parapsychologist Hans Bender. Salewski had grown up in Freiburg im 
Breisgau and had gone to school with one of Bender’s sons. In the early 1960s 


30 Tremper: Aufsehenerregende Enthiillung. 

31 Cf. Salewski: Luftpiraterie ca. 1975; Salewski: Grundiiberlegungen zur Konzeption. 
32 On the biography of Salewski, see Bayerischer Rundfunk: Wolfgang Salewski. 

33 Sepasgosarian: Stammheim. 
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during his university studies, he had attended lectures by Bender.”* Thus, con- 
tacting Hans Bender in the difficult situation of September 1977 will have easily 
occurred to him.” 

Three years after the events, Wolfgang Salewski, whose publications on 
such issues had in the meantime helped him advance to become the most influ- 
ential police psychologist in Germany,”° is said to have been convinced that the 
talks with Croiset had indeed resulted in remarkable information. As noted in a 
report from memory by Hans Bender, Salewski had visited Bender at his insti- 
tute in Freiburg and had declared about the earlier investigations: 


His [Croiset’s — U.S.] information was not pursued intensely enough, or it probably would 
have led to Schleyer’s liberation. Absolutely correct was a statement about a building in 
which a car was found. Schleyer’s cufflinks were there. Additional information from Croiset 
pointed to Liblalr], which is located between Cologne and Bonn. The suspicion had solidified 
in such a way that Salewski urged that the building in question be stormed. A higher rank 
in the BKA prevented this. Schleyer was indeed there, still alive, in a built-in closet in the 
hallway. He could have been rescued. Hardly anyone knows this, and it should be treated 
with discretion. Some circles in the BKA were not happy about Salewski’s contacts with clair- 
voyants, while others were convinced that useful information might be obtained in this way 
[. . .] Making use of Croiset was done officially, with the approval of Heroldt [sic!].*” 


Hans Bender’s description of a success in the consultation with Croiset, as set 
down here retrospectively, and his criticism of the police force’s ignoring these 
tips raises the question of how the collaboration between Bender, the clairvoy- 
ant Croiset, and the members of the BKA special operation force in the fall of 
1977 actually developed and was structured. 


34 See the transcript of the tape recordings of 14 and 15 Sept. 1977 [14 Oct. 1977], contained in: 
the archive of the IGPP, E/23-1216. 

35 Whereas Bender already talked on the phone with Klein on 12 Sept. 1977, a first conversa- 
tion between Bender and Salewski is not evidenced until 15 Sept. 1977, i.e., after the first dis- 
cussion with Croiset. See the transcript of the tape recordings of 14 and 15 Sept. 1977 [14 
Oct. 1977], contained in: the archive of the IGPP, E/23-1216. 

36 Salewski & Lanz: Die neue Gewalt; Salewski & Schaefer: Geiselnahme. In October 1978, 
Salewski had accompanied cabinet minister Hans-Jiirgen Wischniewski to the Somali capital 
Mogadishu to negotiate with the hijackers of the Lufthansa plane “Landshut”. See Aust: 
Baader-Meinhof-Komplex, 543 and 568. 

37 “Gedächtnisprotokoll, über eine Unterhaltung mit Herrn Salewski, München” (report from 
memory on a discussion with Mr. Salewski, Munich, undated, presumably early 1980), con- 
tained in the archive of the IGPP, E/23-1101. It is no longer possible to determine exactly when 
the visit took place. In the report, Salewski is described as “the 37-year-old”, so that 1980 ap- 
pears to be the probable date. A “report from memory” documents another visit by Salewski to 
Bender on 7 May 1981. 
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Croiset’s “Impressions” 


As documents in a partial legacy of the clairvoyant Gerard Croiset in Utrecht, The 
Netherlands show, it can be considered confirmed that Croiset was already rela- 
tively well informed about the Schleyer kidnapping several days before Klein and 
Salewski’s visit. On the very next day after the kidnapping, Croiset was con- 
tacted by a (no longer verifiable) “acquaintance from Germany” who reported 
to him about the kidnapping. Croiset thereupon spontaneously received an 
“impression of Cologne [thus in the original, U.S.]”.°® On 8 September 1977, a 
(likewise no longer verifiable) acquaintance sent the clairvoyant the report 
from the previous day’s edition of the Miinchner Abendzeitung newspaper on 
the spectacular Schleyer kidnapping. On 12 September 1977, Croiset had an 
(again no longer verifiable) friend in Germany check out the statements and 
impressions he reported about a bridge and the shore of the Rhine in Cologne. 
Croiset believed that one of the attackers had spent time there. Between 6 and 
12 September 1977, Gerard Croiset had thus quite intensely thought about the 
spectacular kidnapping case that was causing great tension in the neighbor- 
ing country, Germany, in these days.” 

At midday on 13 September 1977 Dr. Johannes Kurt Klein and Wolfgang 
Salewski visited Croiset in Utrecht. Apparently, German Federal Interior Minister 
Werner Maihofer was informed about this measure; for him, it was urgent that 
“nothing about it should find its way into the public realm.”“° 

Croiset’s estate includes a 7-page transcript of a tape recording of the talk 
in Utrecht. This (undated) transcript’s numerous grammatical errors show that 
it must have been written by a person who did not speak German well. It can be 
assumed that Croiset’s secretary of many years, Dick West, was the author. 


38 Notes on this in the archive of Het Johan Borgmanfonds Foundation [in the following: 
AHJBF], NL Croiset. After Croiset’s death, legacy materials of his were long stored scattered 
among various organizations and private persons, for example with the Nederlandse 
Vereinigung voor Parapsychologie (Netherlands society for parapsychology). On this, see Snel: 
Voorbeelden van de werkwijze een paragnost. In the meantime, many, but not all materials 
from Croiset are in the keeping of Het Johan Borgmanfonds Foundation (See Kramer: 
Preserving the History of Parapsychology). I thank Wim Kramer Wim H. Kramer (Bunnik, The 
Netherlands) very much for his support and the information he shared. 

39 Letter [author: illegible] of 8 Sept. 1977 to Croiset and the transcript “Vermissungsfall 
S. Deutschland: Rapport der Bandaufnahme” (missing person case S. Germany: report of the 
tape recording), in: AHJBF, NL Croiset. 

40 Transcript of the tape recordings of 14 and 15 Sept. 1977 [14 Oct. 1977], contained in: the 
archive of the IGPP, E/23-1216. 
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Figure 3: Croiset’s Partial Legacy in the AHJBF (Photo: Wim H. Kramer). 
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Figure 4: Documents on the Schleyer Case in the Croiset Legacy (AHJBF). 
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It is unclear who posed the questions to Croiset in the course of the approxi- 
mately one-hour discussion. The abbreviation is “P.” and may simply stand for 
“police”. 

During the talk, a map of Cologne was apparently presented to Croiset. The 
clairvoyant thereupon received an “emotion” for a particular spot on the north- 
ernmost bridge in Cologne, and he drew a sketch of it. Croiset suspected that here 
lay the hiding place of at least one of the terrorists. Croiset also drew a sketch of a 
specific building on a side street and a particular storey in the building. He also 
delivered a kind of personal description of the suspected perpetrator.” 

During the meeting, based on a second map presented to him, Croiset also 
described a situation near Bonn. He said the perpetrators had driven to this 
hideout after the kidnapping. Croiset named streets, routes, and buildings. He 
was particularly emphatic about the significance of a “bus stop”. The archive of 
Het Johan Borgmann Foundation apparently still holds parts of the original car- 
tographic material that was shown to Croiset, but it remains unclear which po- 
sitions and spots in the cities Croiset pointed out so precisely. At any rate, 
Salewski told Hans Bender that Croiset had “filled the maps so full with draw- 
ings” that the investigators wanted to “continue working with them”.”? 

The report from memory indicates that Croiset spoke of a “yellow 
Mercedes” and of transferring to a VW bus: “Was the first vehicle a yellow 
Mercedes? (This is confirmed.) After that, he transferred to an old car. It looks 
like a VW bush [misspelled in the German original, U.S.], something like 
that.” He gave another personal description of one of the perpetrators and 
drew a sketch of his suspected location. Croiset also mentioned Mannheim 
and Munich as important cities. In the talk with the investigators, the clair- 
voyant expressed his conviction that the kidnapping victim was still alive. 

Overall, however, Croiset’s statements, at least as they are documented in the 
report, seem quite vague, confusing, and unclear. And yet, Johannes Kurt Klein 
and Wolfgang Salewski were impressed by Croiset, although to different degrees. 
Immediately after his return, Klein contacted Hans Bender and declared enthusias- 
tically that Croiset had “immediately pulled out all the stops” and had provided 
“very specific information immediately”. According to Klein, this was “knowledge 
so central to the whole case, and in such detail, that - if it is accurate — we can 


41 Transcript “Vermissungsfall S. Deutschland: Rapport der Bandaufnahme”, in: AHJBF, NL 
Croiset. 

42 See the transcript of the tape recordings of 14 and 15 Sept. 1977 [14 Oct. 1977], contained in: 
the archive of the IGPP, E/23-1216. 

43 Transcript “Vermissungsfall S. Deutschland: Rapport der Bandaufnahme”, in: AHJBF, NL 
Croiset, Bl. 6. 
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Vermissungsfall S. Deutschland. 


Rapport der Bandaufnahme. 


C. Es ist heute 13 September 1977 und es handelt sich un einem Experi- 
ment unter den Supervision von Professor Bender, womit die jetzt 
Anwesenden in meinem Hause,Willen de Zwijgerstraat 21 Utrecht, be- 
schaftigt sind, Neine Herren,erstens gebe ich Ihnen gern den folgen- 
den Information: Schon vorigen Woche bekam ich einen Brief von einem 
Freund aus München, der auch mit mir in Tokio war,wegen den Parapsy- 
gologischen Kongress,und bei meinem Platzversuch Ekperiment bezogen 
war. Er fragte darin meine Hilfe für die Entführungssache S. 

Wann ich spontanischen Imressionen bekam,rufte ich meinen Freund 

M- an der in der Nähe vom Rheinland wohnt. Ich fragte ihm nach zu 
prüfen ob es in Köln,bei der nördlichste Brücke eine Rotunde gab,wo- 

bei an der rechtenseite alte Häuser stehen. Da bekamm ich einen Eindrü 

Herr M. Hat es nachgeprüft und hat diesen Situation dort gefunden bei 

der nördlichsten Rheinbrücke Kölns, (Köln-Mulheim.) 

Ich hatte schon gesagt dass der Vermisste nicht dort war,aber ein 

Mitglied des Ueberfalls-organisations, Das war gestern, ubd ich sagte 

ich gehe jetzt nicht weiter mit diesem Fall. Es so-Ite die Möglich- 

keit da sein dass anderen Personen diese Sache Übernehmen sollten. 


Weil dieser Situation da war,welche ich schon angegeben habe,ist es 
jetzt wichtig das Sie mit die Karte von Köln zum weiteren Präzision 
voregen. Sie kennen jetzt die Vorgeschichte, Dies ist alles wass ich 
hiervon gemacht habe und weiter nishts. 


Also es handelt sich um der meist nördlicher Brücke (die Karte wird 
vorgelegt) 

C. Gibt es hier ein Verkehrsinsel? 

P. Ja,genau hier. 

C. Und gibt es hier alte Häuser? 

P, Ja,es gibt im Gegend des Rheinufers viele alt Häuser. 

C. Ich mache eine Skizze 


m Hier gibt es eine Brücke. 
j ry I% ae 
v A —Und hier,etwas weiter gibt es einen Verkhrsinsel. 
r Dort gibt es Seitenstrasse wie ich hier angegeben 
{ habe. Der Emotion bekomme ich auf der Stelle 
welch ich mit einem Kreuz angegeben habe. 
C. Also,wenn wir diese Seitestrasse herein gehen,gibt es wieder einerart 


Kreuzpunckt.Es ist eine Strasse mit hohen alten Häuser,uhd wo ich 


angegeben habe sollte den Punckt sein,da soll ein Mitglied der Bände 
” 
sich aufhalten. Dies ist’eins,das habe ich schon vorher gesehen. 


Figure 5: Page 1 of the Report from Memory of 13 September 1977 (AHJBF). 


say: it helped.” Klein reported, exaggerating, that for his companion Salewski this 


had been “the greatest experience of his scientific life so far”.““ 


44 Transcript of the tape recordings of 12 and 13 Sept. 1977 [14 Oct. 1977], contained in: the 
archive of the IGPP, E/23-1216. 
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Figure 6: Section of One of the City Maps of Cologne’s West presented to Croiset (AHJBF, 
Photo: Wim H. Kramer). 


In fact, the psychologist Wolfgang Salewski was more skeptical. In a first 
response on 15 September 1977, he reported to Bender on the talk with Croiset: 
“Yes, the description of the site was verified. It was very conspicuously accu- 
rate.” But here, Salewski meant the description associated with Croiset’s key- 
word “bridge”, while he didn’t know what to make of “bus stop”. So, Salewski 
wondered, “Whether this will help the investigation?” 

Whereas Salewski thus expressed himself cautiously, Klein and Bender inter- 
preted Croiset’s remarks as being very helpful. So, on 15 September 1977, Hans 
Bender talked with Croiset on the telephone and encouraged him by declaring: 
“The external characteristics of ‘bridge’ were found, but not those of ‘bus 
stop’.”“° The consequences of this verification remain unclear. Nonetheless, it 
can be assumed that, on the following days, the investigators made various at- 
tempts to work with the information they received from Croiset and examined 


45 Transcript of the tape recordings of 14 and 15 Sept. 1977 [14 Oct. 1977], contained in: ibid. 
46 Ibid. 
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sites in Cologne and in Bonn’s surroundings. In the night from 14 to 15 September 
1977, as Stefan Aust reported for the first time in 1985, apparently a certain district 
of Cologne was observed with direction-finding antennae. Investigators wanted to 
find any apartments in which television sets were still on after the end of trans- 
mission; on the previous day, namely, the Schleyer kidnappers had suggested 
through an attorney that, two hours after the scheduled end of transmission, the 
German television stations should broadcast the demand to fly out the released 
RAF prisoners. During the consultation in Utrecht, Gerard Croiset is supposed to 
have told his visitors in which district the search should be made.“” But this situa- 
tion cannot be unambiguously deduced from the existing reports.“* At any rate, 
on 13 September, Croiset had urged the officials: “You should go home now and 
check out as many of these statements as possible.”“? 

On 18 September 1977, Wolfgang Salewski visited Croiset a second time in 
Holland, this time unaccompanied. Once again, a tape recording transcript was 
produced, four pages in length. Salewski asked the clairvoyant additional ques- 
tions and let him know that his first information on the Cologne locations had 
“panned out 100 percent”. In contrast, it had not been possible to verify the 
information on the area around Bonn (“bus stop with wooden benches”). 
Salewski now pointed out to Croiset another possible site with a “bus stop” 
(“new housing development, huge buildings”) and presented him various pic- 
tures of men and women, presumably suspects. For his part, Croiset made 
statements about sites in Karlsruhe and Hanover and affirmed again that 
Schleyer was still alive.” Once again, the existing report from memory contains 
no clear information. No productive information can be recognized in Croiset’s 
documented statements. The search for a hiding place in Germany, where 
Salewski and Croiset at this time still assumed it was, would have remained fu- 
tile, anyway: by this time, the intensity of the dragnet led the kidnappers to 
move Schleyer from the hiding place in the high-rise at Rennweg 8 in Erftstadt- 
Liblar to a new site in The Hague on 16 September 1977. 


47 Cf. Aust: Baader-Meinhof-Komplex, 491. 

48 Aust cannot suppress a sarcastic undertone when describing this episode: “The clairvoy- 
ant explained his inability to provide more precise information thusly: ‘My contact is dis- 
turbed’ (Aust: Baader-Meinhof-Komplex, 491). Because of the reporting in the press, he was so 
comprehensively informed that it had a negative effect on his work.” According to the maga- 
zine BUNTE, this was in Cologne’s Meschenich district. See Tremper: Aufsehenerregende 
Enthiillung. The first edition of Stefan Aust’s much-respected book Der Baader-Meinhof- 
Komplex (the Baader-Meinhof complex) appeared in 1985. 

49 Transcript “Vermissungsfall S. Deutschland: Rapport der Bandaufnahme”, in: AHJBF, NL 
Croiset, vol. 6. 

50 Transcript “Vermissungsfall S. Deutschland”, 18 Sept. 1977, in: AHJBF, NL Croiset. 
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Johannes Kurt Klein and Wolfgang Salewski’s interpretation of Croiset’s 
statements remained contradictory also in the coming weeks. Whereas Salewski 
was very cautious, Klein in particular was consistently content with the idea of 
having consulted with the famous clairvoyant and tried to persuade Hans Bender 
of its utility. On 11 October 1977, Klein told Bender: “There are some pieces of 
information that are completely right”. Klein said that it had thus been worth- 
while that the decision-making level had been “willing indeed” to “employ unor- 
thodox methods” in the investigations.” 

It was thus almost inevitable that Hans Bender became convinced that 
Croiset had indeed contributed something positive toward solving the case. On 
12 October 1977, he thereupon sought out the clairvoyant in Holland (Houten 
near Utrecht) himself. Croiset once again made statements on the case and 
made drawings of suspected sites. 

The clairvoyant suspected that, by now, Schleyer was hidden in Holland; 
he spoke repeatedly of a “bus stop” and brought into play “Wassenaar” near 
The Hague as a possible site of the hiding place.” Actually, Schleyer’s kidnap- 
pers had already taken him from The Hague to Brussels on 20 September 1977, 
almost three weeks earlier. 

But Hans Bender was convinced he was on the right trail. Back in Freiburg, 
he had his secretary type up what was on the tape recordings of the month-old 
talks on the Schleyer kidnapping and of his own visit to Croiset for the overall 
documentation of the case.” 


“Sensational Disclosure”: The Mass-Media 
Reaction and Reception 


On 19 October 1977, the corpse of the murdered Employers Association President 
was found in Mulhouse, Alsace France. Everyone involved now had to recognize 
that Gerard Croiset had not been able to contribute even slightly to finding 
Hanns Martin Schleyer. Several days later, Hans Bender had to note that his 
strategy of secrecy about the matter had not worked. 


51 Transcript of the tape recording of 11 Oct. 1977, contained in: the archive of the IGPP, E/23-1216. 
52 Transcript of the tape recording of 12 Oct. 1977 [17 Oct. 1977], contained in: ibid. 

53 It is obvious that it was not transcribed verbatim. At the moment, we cannot say whether 
the original tape recordings still exist. 
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Figure 7: Croiset Sketch, 12 October 1977 (archive of the IGPP). 


Characteristic of the case described here is the renewed great interest of the 
print media. Their editorial boards regarded the reported involvement of a clair- 
voyant in the search for Schleyer as a windfall that they responded to without 
delay. 

That the BKA special investigators had contacted the clairvoyant Croiset 
had come to their attention already immediately after Klein, Salewski, and the 
unknown third official’s first visit in Utrecht. On 14 September 1977, one day 
after the visit from Germany, Croiset’s secretary already informed Bender that 
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journalists from BUNTE magazine had gotten in touch and asked for a photo- 
graph of the clairvoyant.“ Representatives of the tabloid press also promptly 
called up Bender in Freiburg. But Bender was determined to remain in the back- 
ground in regard to this measure. He even kept his part in it secret within his 
institute: “I am less worried about my personal security than about that of the 
institute,” he informed Johannes Kurt Klein on 13 September 1977.” 

A month later, the press’s interest in the rumor about a famous clairvoy- 
ant’s participation in the still unsuccessful search for Schleyer had not sub- 
sided at all. In this context, reporters from BUNTE and STERN magazines again 
asked Hans Bender about the dubious role of the clairvoyant Croiset. Bender 
continued to categorically deny Croiset’s part and, on 18 October 1977 (the day 
the GSG9 stormed the “Landshut” plane), declared that he would absolutely re- 
ject Croiset’s employment in this case for security reasons: “In the S. case, 
Croiset is at any rate unresponsive.” Bender said that, above all, he himself did 
not want “to be mentioned in this matter.”°° One day after these talks, the mur- 
dered Hanns Martin Schleyer was found in Mulhouse. 

Then, on 3 November 1977, the first article by star reporter Will Tremper?” 
appeared in the BUNTE. But, despite the sensationalist headline (“a clairvoyant 
saw where Schleyer was hidden”), the episode about the employment of the 
clairvoyant Croiset accounted for only half of the whole report.’ In the face of 
the existing reports from memory from 13 and 18 September 1977, the second- 
or third-hand information on the supposed advice from the clairvoyant Croiset 
must be termed made up out of thin air. 

Two weeks later, on 17 November 1977, a second, longer article appeared, 
this time in STERN magazine. The article by the two journalists Peter Koch and 
Gerd Heidemann with the title “A clairvoyant is part of the investigation” was 
Part 4 of a longer STERN series titled The Diary of the Schleyer Kidnapping.” 


54 Transcript of the tape recordings of 14 and 15 Sept. 1977 [14 Oct. 1977], contained in: the 
archive of the IGPP, E/23-1216. 

55 Transcript of the tape recordings of 12 and 13 Sept. 1977 [14 Oct. 1977], contained in: ibid. 
56 Transcript of the tape recordings of 18 Oct. 1977 [21 Oct. 1977], contained in: ibid. Here, 
Bender was speaking with the STERN reporter Sebastian Knauer. 

57 The author, filmmaker, and journalist Will Tremper (1928-1998) was a very well-known 
and downright controversial figure in the German media landscape. In the 1950s and ’60s, he 
had made a name for himself with numerous books, films, and reportages. See his autobiogra- 
phy: Tremper: Meine wilden Jahre. 

58 Tremper: Aufsehenerregende Enthiillung. 

59 Koch & Heidemann: Ein Hellseher fahndet mit. 
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Foto: AP 


Im Kölner Polizei- 
prasidium werden die 
Fahndungsberichte 
einfach an Fenstervor- 
hänge geheftet. 

Das Präsidium gleicht 
einem Feldlager, 

die Räume reichen 
nicht aus für die 
Einquartierung der 
Kollegen vom Bundes- 
kriminalamt. 3826 
Hinweise gehen ein, 
jede Spur wird 
verfolgt. Auch der 
persönliche Berater 
der holländi- 

schen Königin stellt 
seine Dienste zur 
Verfügung 


Ein Hellseher 
 fahndet mit 


Eine Serie von Peter Koch 
Dokumentation: Gerd Heidemann 


Der „Gesamtlagebericht Terrorismus“ des 
Bundeskriminalamts (BKA) nennt das Vor- 
schen der Schleyer-Entführer „einmalig“. 

Neu ist, daß eine terroristische Vereinigung 
ihre Planung fortführt, obwohl inzwischen 
ihre führenden Kräfte festgenommen und 
bei den Festgenommenen Papiere gefunden 
worden sind, die den Kriminalisten „Ein- 
blicke in die abstrakte Planung“ ermöglichten. 


Die Entführer Hanns-Martin Schleyers, 
das steht fest, sind nicht nur skrupelloser, 
sie sind auch besser organisiert, und sie sind 
insbesondere besser getarnt als die Terrori- 
sten-Gruppen vor ihnen. BKA-Chef Horst 
Herold in einem Lagevortrag im großen 
Krisenstab: „Die haben perfekte Ausweise 
und haben eine perfekte Legende. Die haben 
das Abiturzeugnis und Studiumsbescheini- 
gung, Personalausweis und Kraftfahrzeugnis, 
und alles ist vollkommen rund.“ Diese Pa- 
piere werden ihnen von „der Szene“ über- 


lassen, von Helfershelfern, die ihnen äußer- 
lich ähneln und die meist im Dunstkreis der 
Hausbesetzer, der Aktionen „Rote Hilfe“ 
und „Folterkomitee“ agieren. 

Vorbei sind die Zeiten, da sich die unter- 
getauchten RAF-Mitglieder Blanko-Aus- 
weise klauten und dort Phantasienamen ein- 
setzten. Denn der einmal geklaute oder als 
verloren gemeldete Ausweis ist im BKA- 
Computer eingespeichert, er würde bei einer 
Kontrolle, etwa am Grenzübergang, wo 
elektronische Terminals seine Daten in das 


Figure 8: STERN Magazine of 17 November 1977 (archive of the IGPP). 


As in Tremper’s text, unlike what the headline leads the reader to expect, 
the mention of Croiset’s employment takes up only a small part of the whole 
article. Of a total of 21 columns of print on 14 magazine pages, only about one 
and a half columns deal with Croiset’s part in the investigations,°° which is re- 
ported to show that the investigators also did their job “very unorthodoxically” 


60 Ibid., 93f. 
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and followed also information “that they would otherwise have thrown in the 
wastepaper basket”. Once again, Wolfgang Salewski is termed the initiator of 
the Croiset measure, while, as in Tremper’s article, the name Hans Benders is 
not mentioned. 

The heart of the STERN report is the information that, on 13 September 1977, 
the clairvoyant Croiset had given the investigators the name of a residential area 
on the outskirts of Cologne where he suspected that Schleyer was hidden. This 
residential area — Cologne’s Meschenich district - had been searched with direc- 
tional antennae for television sets operating late in the night from 14 to 15. 
September 1977. Investigators had thereupon stumbled upon a suspicious 
Mercedes (with the license plate number BM-A 812) in the housing block “Am 
Kölnberg” in Meschenich. The car was opened after eight days of surveillance; in 
it, police found a cufflink of Schleyer’s, among other things. 

The structure of the STERN article suggests that Croiset’s information was 
successful in at least one point: finding the Mercedes in the high-rise’s park- 
ing garage could supposedly be traced directly to the clairvoyant’s advice — 
an idea that Will Tremper had also delivered in the first article in BUNTE mag- 
azine. But the Mercedes in question was actually discovered only much later, 
on 30 September 1977, and not opened until 4 October 1977. It thus appears 
questionable that this discovery was a direct result of Croiset’s statements and 
of the surveillance of Cologne-Meschenich ordered half a month earlier. 

Finally, on 21 November 1977 SPIEGEL magazine published an interview 
with Croiset, based on a visit the journalist Christian Happe paid to the clair- 
voyant four days earlier. This interview simply assumes Croiset’s participation 
in the investigations, though Croiset did not want to confirm this to the maga- 
zine at all.’ 

Within three weeks in November 1977, three high-circulation German mag- 
azines had thereby made mincemeat of Hans Bender’s original secrecy strategy. 
Visibly surprised to see this, the Freiburg parapsychologist then complained, 
initially to SPIEGEL magazine: “Such reports in the illustrated press,” wrote 
Bender, were “irresponsible [. . .], because they endanger the paragnosts.” He 
also urgently complained to Johannes Kurt Klein about the methods of the 
press reporting, because now “a future use of paragnosts in comparable cases 


61 See Presse- und Informationsamt der Bundesregierung: Dokumentation der Bundesregierung 
zur Entführung von Hanns Martin Schleyer (press and information office of the federal govern- 
ment: the federal government’s documentation on the kidnapping of Hanns Martin Schleyer), 
201f. 

62 SPIEGEL magazine of 21 Nov. 1977, contained in: the archive of the IGPP, E/23-1216. A telex 
dated 18 Sept. 1977 with the concept for the SPIEGEL interview exists in: AHJBF, NL Croiset. 
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will become ever more difficult”.° But above all, Bender was outraged over the 
indiscretion that had obviously happened. As he told Croiset and West in the 
Netherlands, this must “have come from a government office. The moral of the 
story: to classify a process as ‘top secret’ appears to be the most favorable pre- 
condition for it’s becoming widely known.”™ 

Bender, extremely angry, apparently initially suspected Wolfgang Salewski 
of having passed information on to the press: “It cannot be ruled out that he him- 
self had a part in this,” he informed Croiset. For this reason, Bender planned to 
visit Salewski in Munich and to ask him about the indiscretions.°° But Salewski 
insisted on his innocence and at the same time pointed out that he himself “had 
also suffered great personal damage from this story”. He said he had even spo- 
ken with the Chancellor about the matter and the resulting problems. If we ac- 
cept Salewski’s description, against the backdrop of the November 1977 press 
reports, the Federal Criminal Police Office now went on the offensive to distance 
itself from the consultations with the clairvoyant Croiset, which could no longer 
be kept secret; Salewski said that it spread the idea that he, Salewski, had acted 
on his own authority.‘® 

How the print media gained access to the information on the special inves- 
tigators’ consultation with the clairvoyant remains an unanswered question. 
Despite several written queries, it was not possible to induce Professor Wolfgang 
D. Salewski to give a later statement on the happenings described here. Nor did the 
Wiesbaden Federal Criminal Police Office provide further information when asked.” 

After the articles appeared in the press, Hans Bender was even more inter- 
ested in keeping his name from being associated with the events surrounding 
the Schleyer kidnapping. He feared that otherwise his opponents, like Senior 
Detective Herbert Schafer, would seize the opportunity to intensify their general 
“campaign against the institute” (meaning: The Institute for Frontier Areas of 
Psychology and Mental Health).°® 


63 Minutes of 18 Nov. 1977, in: the archive of the IGPP, E/23-1216. 

64 29 Nov. 1977: Hans Bender to Dick West, in: AHJB, NL Croiset; 29 Nov. 1977: Hans Bender 
to Dick West, in: the archive of the IGPP, E/23-Croiset-Fälle/Kontakte 1976-1981. 

65 9 Dec. 1977: Hans Bender to Gerard Croiset, in: ibid. But it is not certain whether the 
planned visit in Munich actually took place. 

66 Minutes of a telephone call between Bender and Salewski on 11 Jan. 1978 [12 Jan. 1978], in: 
the archive of the IGPP, E/23-1216. 

67 Letter of the Bundeskriminalamt Wiesbaden (Detective Chief Superintendent Steinhoff) to 
U. Schellinger of 6 Nov. 2007 (reference file U. Schellinger, the archive of the IGPP). 

68 Minutes of a telephone call between Bender and Salewski on 11 Jan. 1978 [12 Jan. 1978], in: 
the archive of the IGPP, E/23-1216. 
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Summarizing Remarks: A clairvoyant as a Helper 
for the Police? 


Gerard Croiset’s clairvoyant search for Hanns Martin Schleyer ultimately failed. 
The Freiburg parapsychologist Hans Bender, however, was convinced for sev- 
eral weeks after 17 November 1977 that Croiset had indeed provided valuable 
advice on Schleyer’s kidnapping and that the clairvoyant’s “extraordinary suc- 
cess” had to be acknowledged. Bender thereupon missed no opportunity to tell 
Croiset this and to praise him.°? 

Bender’s positive attitude was based on the statements of special investi- 
gator Johannes Kurt Klein, who, in the face of the surprising press reports, 
told him that “the information from Croiset in Cologne had indeed led to use- 
ful, correct finds in the dragnet”’° and “the indiscrete information provided 
by the BUNTE on 2 November 1977 about the finding of Croiset’s remarks is 
based on facts”.’’ The psychologist Salewski, however, had completely differ- 
ent things to say about the investigations and about Croiset’s participation. In 
contrast to Klein’s description, Saleswki spoke of Croiset’s “25% matches” 
in September 1977. So it was in no way true that “Croiset’s statements made 
finds [sic!]” and it was “absolutely not what stands in BUNTE. [...] What 
STERN wrote is not true.”’? 

In their interpretation of Croiset’s statements and their estimate of the 
statements’ investigatory usability, the two participating investigators Klein 
and Salewski took not only different, but in fact opposite positions. In light of 
Salewski’s statement of January 1978, Hans Bender’s declaration, documented 
two years later, that Salewski had said that seriously considering Croiset’s ut- 
terances could possibly have led to Schleyer’s liberation’? seems contradictory 
and at least questionable in its process of emergence. 

Considering the complicated state of the sources, it is ultimately impossible 
to precisely determine the character of the successes of the clairvoyant Croiset 


69 29 Nov. 1977: Hans Bender to Dick West, in: the archive of the IGPP, E/23-Croiset-Falle/ 
Kontakte 1976-1981; 9 Dec. 1977: Hans Bender to Gerard Croiset, in: ibid. 

70 Report from memory of Hans Bender from 18 Nov. 1977, in: the archive of the IGPP, E/23-1216. 
71 Minutes of a telephone call between Bender and Klein on 14 Dec. 1977 [15 Dec. 1977], in: 
ibid. 

72 Minutes of a telephone call between Bender and Salewski on 11 Jan. 1978 [12 Jan. 1978], in: 
ibid. 

73 “Gedächtnisprotokoll über eine Unterhaltung mit Herrn Salewski, München” (report from 
memory on a talk with Mr. Salewski, Munich) (presumably early 1980), contained in: the ar- 
chive of the IGPP, E/23-1101. 
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that were retrospectively confirmed by Klein and Bender but relativized by 
Salewski. Above all, the process of implementing Croiset’s extremely vague in- 
formation, as captured in the preserved records and transcripts, in specific, 
concrete options for the investigators’ activity remains strangely opaque. But it 
can be regarded as confirmed that certain statements of Croiset’s were exam- 
ined and that his statements as a medium were thereby judged and processed. 

The subsequent reporting by leading German print media (BUNTE, STERN, 
SPIEGEL) seems enlightening at first glance, but actually contributes to the 
confusion. After Schleyer’s death and in a situation in which the futile investi- 
gations and dragnets were subject to scrutiny, the episode around the clairvoy- 
ant Croiset was a journalistically welcome thematic anchor to brand the chaos 
and helplessness of the police work in the dragnet for the kidnapped employ- 
ers’ association president. 

In the background of the events at the time of Schleyer’s kidnapping, the 
Freiburg parapsychologist Hans Bender stood as the undisputed professional me- 
diator in questions of the use of personal mediums for police work. Otherwise 
definitely interested in effective publicity,” in this case, Bender had a clear inter- 
est that neither he himself nor the Institute for Frontier Areas of Psychology and 
Mental Health (IGPP) that he headed should appear in public. Nonetheless, the 
spectacular case interested him greatly. Bender had records from memory pre- 
pared and for a long time collected press articles and publications on the issue. 

The initiative for the contact between Bender and Croiset came from two per- 
sons — Johannes Kurt Klein and Wolfgang Salewski — both of whom had direct 
personal relations with the renowned parapsychologist Hans Bender and both of 
whom had an individual interest in questions of parapsychology or the frontiers 
of psychology.” In an extremely tense and difficult situation, Klein and Salewski 
were apparently ultimately able to gain the agreement of state decision-makers 
like Interior Minister Maihofer and the head of the Federal Criminal Police, 
Herold, to “employ unorthodox means” in this criminal case that was so weighty 
for the development of the Federal Republic of Germany“’° — although these 
means were not effective in the investigations. 


74 Cf. Lux: “Vom spielenden Gelingen”; Lux: On all Channels. 

75 On 7 May 1981, Bender talked with Salewski about astrology, for example, which interested 
the Munich psychologist. Bender considered the degree to which Salewski “could be helpful for 
an institutionalization of astrology”. See “Gedächtnisprotokoll über eine Unterhaltung mit Herrn 
Wolfgang Salewski (Besuch im Institut am 7.5.1981)”, in: the archive of the IGPP, E/21-1101. 

76 For a case in comparison, see the initiative the naval officer Hans Roeder during World 
War II to use methods of frontier areas for the military security of the state: Schellinger, Anton 
& Schetsche: Zwischen Szientismus und Okkultismus. 
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The “sensational disclosure”’”’ that, in the extremely volatile case of the 
Schleyer kidnapping, it was proven that the investigators had obtained advice 
from a clairvoyant could not remain without reaction. Very soon, voices were 
raised with massive criticism of this “occult dragnet”. Above all, the Mannheim 
judge Wolf Wimmer gave free rein to his outrage: “That now, after 100 years of 
natural-scientific criminology, forensic psychologists [. . .] seriously hope for 
extrasensory help from such ‘paragnosts’ in solving crimes must, considering 
the current state of education, trigger the very greatest astonishment.””® 

In retrospect, some things suggest that for this reason it was primarily the 
circumstances of the Schleyer case during the “Leaden Years” that conse- 
quently led to the noticeable strategies of reservation on the part of German po- 
lice forces in regard to queries about the use of paranormal methods or the 
examination of mediums’ statements in the context of police work.” To this 
very day, the Federal Criminal Police Office in Wiesbaden makes no transparent 
statements on the case. Apparently, Croiset’s search for Hanns Martin Schleyer 
in 1977 is not documented there, as the office reported in 2007 in answer to a 
question: “Based on the viewed file material, there is no indication of the in- 
volvement of the ‘clairvoyant’ Croiset. [. . .] What is found here has to do with 
an investigatory procedure that has not been closed. No further information 
can be given at this time.”®° 


Archive Sources 


Archive of the Institut für Grenzgebiete der Psychologie und Psychohygiene, 
Freiburg im Breisgau [archive of the IGPP]: 

E/21-1101 

E/23-1216 

E/23-1225 

E/23-Croiset-Fall Elisabeth Heimpel (1972) 

E/23-Croiset-Falle/Kontakte 1975 


77 Tremper: Aufsehenerregende Enthiillung. 

78 Wimmer: Okkultfahndung auch noch heute?, 109. In the 1970s, Wolf Wimmer was consid- 
ered one of the most vehement critics of parapsychology in Germany. For another reaction, see 
Wehner: Selbstbezichtiger - Geistesgestörte — Ubersinnliche. 

79 Dobranic: Hellseher im Dienste der Verbrechensaufklärung; Schetsche & Schellinger: 
“Psychic detectives” auch in Deutschland?; Schellinger: Kriminaltelepathie, 224-226. 

80 Letter from the Bundeskriminalamt Wiesbaden (Detective Chief Superintendent Steinhoff) 
to U. Schellinger of 6 Nov. 2007 (reference file U. Schellinger, the archive of the IGPP). 
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E/23-Croiset-Fälle/Kontakte 1976-1981 
E/21: Schule der Bundeswehr für psychologische Verteidigung (1973-84) 
Uwe Schellinger’s reference file on the Schleyer/Croiset case 


Archive of Het Johan Borgmanfonds Foundation, Utrecht, The Netherlands 
[AHJBF] 
Gerard Croiset legacy [NL Croiset] 
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